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DETAILED ACTION 



RESPONSE TO ARGUMENTS 



1. 



As per applicant's arguments and amendments, the previous action's 101 and 1 12 rejections 



have been withdrawn. 



2. 



Applicant's arguments with respect to the previous action's 103 rejections are not persuasive. 



Applicant argues the following: 

a) Pirttimaa does not disclose a single security association being valid over a plurality of IP addresses 
wherein the security association is valid between the user equipment and the node for a plurality of 
different IP addresses. 

In response to a), examiner agrees and thus relies on the Egevang reference to teach that 
limitation. Applicant has acknowledged this. 

b) Egevang does not disclose a single security association being valid over a plurality of IP addresses 
wherein the security association is valid between the user equipment and the node for a plurality of 
different IP addresses. 

In response to b), please see examiner's response below in the 103 rejection. The rejection has 
been amended to cite a different portion of the Egevang reference. 

c) in regards to Egevang, the nodes 110 and 1 12 cannot constitute user equipment because the node 
comprises a call state control function. 

In response to c), this appears to be a moot argument as the Pirttimaa is used to teach the user 
equipment and the node comprising a call state control function. Please see the 103 rejection 
below. 



Application/Control Number: 10/615,419 

Art Unit: 2136 



Pages 



CLAIMS PRESENTED 

Claims 1-2, 5-8, 12, 26, 28, 31, 33, 35, and 37-39, 42-57 are presented. 
CLAIM REJECTIONS 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained tliougli tlie invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-2, 5-8, 12, 26, 29, 31, 33, 35, and 37-39, 42-57 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Pirttimaa (US PGP No. 20030154400), 
and further in view of Egevang, US Patent No. 7159109. 
As per claim 1 and 26, 29, 31-32, 38, Pirttimaa teaches: 

A method comprising: 

Forwarding, by a user equipment, a prefix value to a node in a packet switched environment to create a 

security association with the node based on the prefix value, said prefix value referring to a portion of a 

internet protocol address, wherein the node comprises a call state control function . 

[see paragraph 40, 42] UE140 is interpreted as the first node, P-CSCF is interpreted as the 
second node, the SIP register message with address included is interpreted as the prefix value 
being forwarded. 

[see also paragraph 3, "serving call state control function] 

The Pirttimaa reference has been discussed above. While Pirttimaa teaches a method of setting up a 
security association, Pirttimaa is mute in teaching that the security association is valid for a plurality of 
different internet protocol addresses, each of said plurality of internet protocol addresses comprising said 
portion of the first internet protocol address to which the prefix value refers. 
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For this limitation, examiner relies on the Egevang reference. Egevang teaches a method for managing 
address translation for secure connections. See col. 8, lines 22-67 and col. 9, lines 1-29, wherein 
Egevang teaches first setting up a security association for communication between network node 102 and 
Router 106. Network nodes 110 and 112 communicate with router 106 with their own internal addresses 
in order to send packets to node 102. Router 106 sets up a security association to communicate with 
node 1 02. When nodes 110 or 112 communicate with router 1 06, router 1 06 translates their internal 
addresses into a common external address using address translation in order to communicate packets to 
node 102. The security association is set up for both inbound and outbound traffic. Once the security 
association is set up for router 106, both nodes 110 and 112 may use the same security association 
without the need to set up separate security associations. Examiner views this to be analogous to the 
limitation claimed by applicant above. It is clear that the security association is valid for multiple IP 
addresses. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the invention taught by 
Pirttimaa to include setting up a security association that is valid for multiple IP addresses, as taught by 
Egevang, in order to improve management of a Security Association by improving the overall capacity 
and performance of the network (Egevang, col. 2, lines 3-30). 

As per claim 2 and 42, 52, Pirttimaa teaches: 

A method as claimed in claim 1, wherein the packet switched environment is a IP Multimedia Subsystem 
(IMS) of a 3rd generation (3G) network, wherein the prefix value defines a range comprising the plurality 
of different IP addresses. 
[see paragraph 2] 

[see also paragraphs 40 and 42, wherein Pirttimaa teaches the prefix value and see the above 
rejection of claim 1 wherein Egevang teaches the plurality of different IP addresses.] 

As per claim 3 and 43, Pirttimaa teaches: 
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A method as claimed in claim 1 , wherein the first node is User Equipment (UE). 
[see rejection of claim 1] 

As per claim 53, Pirttimaa teaches: 

A method as claimed in claim 1 , wherein the second node is a Proxy Call State Control Function (P- 
CSCF) 

[see rejection of claim 1, "P-CSCF"] 
As per claim 5 and 45, Pirttimaa teaches: 

A method as claimed in claim 1 , wherein the message is a protocol message. 
[see rejection of claim 1, "SIP Register"] 

As per claim 6 and 46, Pirttimaa teaches: 

A method as claimed in claim 5, wherein the protocol is a Session Initiation Protocol (SIP). 
[see rejection of claim 5] 

As per claim 7 and 47, 55, Pirttimaa teaches: 

A method as claimed in claim 1, wherein the message is a SIP REGISTER message. 

[see paragraph 40] 

As per claim 8 and 48, 56, Pirttimaa teaches: 

A method as claimed in claim 1 , wherein the prefix value is included in a header of the message. 

[see rejection of claim 1 wherein the SIP register message includes the address in the header.] 

As per claim 12, Pirttimaa teaches: 

The method as claimed in claim 1 , wherein the prefix value is allocated by a gateway general packet 
radio service support node. 
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[see paragraph 42, wherein the prefix is derived from a received IP datagram conveying the SIP 
message] 

As per claim 49 and 57, Pirttimaa teaches: 

A method as claimed in claim 8, wherein the header is a Security-Client header. 

[see paragraph 42} 

As per claim 50, Pirttimaa teaches: 

A method as claimed in claim 9, wherein the prefix value is included in an extension parameter of the 
Security-Client header. 

[see rejection of claim 8] 

As per claim 51, Pirttimaa teaches: 

A method as claimed in claim 1, wherein the prefix value is allocated by a Gateway GPRS Support Node 
(GGSN). 

[see paragraph 4] 

As per claim 28 and 44 and 54, Pirttimaa teaches: 

A method as claimed in claim 1 , wherein the forwarding of the prefix value from the first node to the 
second node comprises forward the prefix value in a message. 

[see rejection of claim 1 wherein the prefix value is sent in a SIP request message] 

As per claim 33, 35, 37, and 39, Pirttimaa teaches: 

The method as claimed in claim 1 , wherein the first internet protocol address and another of the plurality 
of internet protocol addresses, are internet protocol addresses of the same apparatus. 
[see paragraph 43] 
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CONCLUSION 

2. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of tlie extension of time policy as set forth 
in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE MONTHS from 
the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date 
of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH 
shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action 
is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.1 36(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

POINTS OF CONTACT 

*. Any response to this Office Action should be faxed to (571 ) 273-8300 or mailed to: 

Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

Hand-delivered responses should be brought to 

Customer Service Window 
Randolph Building 
401 Dulaney Street 
Alexandria, VA 22314 

*. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should 

be directed to Daniel L. Hoang whose telephone number is 571-270-1019. The examiner can normally 

be reached on Monday - Thursday, 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m., EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 

Nasser Moazzami can be reached on 571-272-4195. The fax phone number for the organization where 

this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding ttie status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be 
obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
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applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

/Daniel L. Hoang/ 

Examiner, Art Unit 2436 
/Eleni A Sliiferaw/ 



Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2436 



